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stirring of difficult questions and the rousing of inter-
national jealousies. We cannot expect that a prolonga-
tion of the present state of uncertainty will be attended
for an indefinite time by the same immunity for our com-
merce that it has hitherto enjoyed. Our shortest route
to India may soon be in imminent danger. Negotiations
with the Great Powers are actively proceeding in order
to discover a solution as little unsatisfactory as possible
of the problems of Egyptian finance and Egyptian
Government. Efforts have also been made both to settle
the exact legal position of the canal by general agreement,
and to dispose by purchase or otherwise of the troublesome
claims of M. de Lesseps and his company. But up to
the present time they have not been successful, partly,
no doubt, owing to the great complexity of the questions
involved and the vast number of opposing interests to be
conciliated, but partly also because the true method of
combining instead of separating the two branches of the
problem has never been followed. Hitherto negotiations
for neutralizing the canal by international action have
been kept distinct from negotiations for defining and
buying up the interests of the Canal Company. I venture
to think that it is possible for the Concert of Europe to
deal with both together, and remove all difficulties by one
comprehensive scheme.

But before we come to the consideration of such a
scheme it will be well to pause for a moment in order to
discuss the proper attitude of mind in which England
should approach the problem. From the year 1872, when
we first began to send troops to India through the Suez
Canal, we have been accustomed to regard its safety, and
the freedom of navigation through it at all times, as
essential to the security of our Empire in the East The